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Activity Diary:

	Serial
	Date
	Activity

	1
	2001 Oct 23
	(In the interest of providing a complete record in one place, this serial has been imported from TITF006.)

Bell Canada tabled contribution NTCO155: “Global Title Translation for LNP Environment”.

Bell (Doug Kwong) stated that there would be two BNS databases by approximately year-end 2001, and it was therefore necessary to agree on a method for 10-digit GTT, which had been parked due to lack of consensus.  The contribution proposed the use of “TT mapping and GTAI replacement at the 10-digit GTT node” as the Canadian Industry method.

Doug reviewed the paper and answered questions but time did not permit a proper response from other parties.  The proposed solution will be debated at future meetings.

	2
	2002 Feb 12
	· Telus (Craig Miller) reviewed NTCO187:  “10 Digit global title translation”.  Craig said that Telus had been working with Bell Canada for several months on the TT mapping and GTAI replacement method.   The Bell solution was found to be a good fit for Telus, and a bilateral agreement now exists for its use between the networks.  Accordingly, Telus supports NTCO155.

· AT&T Canada (George Turner) reiterated the concerns expressed in the AT&T contribution on this subject, namely that forcing the acceptance of TT mapping and GTAI replacement upon the Canadian Industry as the method for looping prevention would put Canada out of step with the US and could impair the Industry’s ability to accommodate new portable services.   Moreover, deployment of the method within AT&T Canada’s network would be a costly proposition for little or no benefit.  George stated that the costs were related to development of the LSMS functionality needed to support the data requirements of the TT/GTAI replacement method.

· All parties agreed that there was no critical pressure to seek an immediate resolution for the 10-digit GTT issue because: 1) only service providers offering operator services were affected by the BNS solution, and 2) the status of the other service potentially affected by this approach (CNAM) had not changed since the issue was parked.  AT&T stated that in their view, there was now enough information available on the situation in the US to answer many of the open questions that existed at the time the issue was parked; hence an attempt should be made to address the issue before it does become critical.

· AT&T (George Turner) reviewed NTCO186: “Global Title Translation: AT&T Canada’s View”.  This contribution provided a review of the US situation and AT&T’s views on the types of looping prevention/protection solutions to be adopted — namely those that could be deployed unilaterally, such as Method #2 in Annex A of TRQ No. 3.  It also drew attention to what AT&T perceived as the onerous data management implications of the TT/GTAI replacement method.

Significant comments on the contribution were as follows:

1) Bell Canada and Telus disagreed with the statement that TT /GTAI replacement had been rejected or demoted (as it appears as a Normative Annex) as the Industry solution for looping in the US.  Rather, in their view, it did not gain the required unanimous approval, similar to other recommended methods, but was still a valid solution for control of looping.  Bell also pointed out that the TRQ does not address looping prevention in the main text.

2) Bell stated that T1S1 had granted “interim” rather than “temporary” approval to the second TTs for the four services.  (The term “interim” means that the second TTs are to stay unless all parties agree to their removal.)

3) Telus disputed the claim that TTs were in short supply, pointing out that a recent survey showed that only 45 out of a potential 255 values had been assigned by T1S1.  Craig Miller felt that the recent rash of TT assignments was a temporary blip rather than a trend.  George Turner pointed out that T1S1 was currently standardizing a TCAP/SIP interface and that new TCAP-based VoIP services could use up many values; moreover, this point in the contribution was intended to portray how TTs were regarded in the US, and that statements about their scarcity had been made many times during T1S1 deliberations.

4) Craig Miller pointed out that Method #2, as recommended in the contribution, could not be deployed in the Telus network.

5) With respect to the TT/GTAI replacement issues identified in the contribution as needing further study, a) it was agreed amongst the parties that handling of 6-digit default routing was likely not a problem because the default NPA-NXX would have its first 6 digits equivalent to one of the LRNs, and b) Bell and Telus claimed that no NPAC involvement is required and they do not have the data administration issues identified in the contribution and therefore did not see the need for NPAC modifications.  They said that the TRQ states the functionality is part of service provider network capability.  George Turner responded that this was likely because the Telcordia LSMS product supports the data administration requirements of TRQ No 3, Annex B, making the need for OSS development invisible to Telcordia LSMS users.

6) Bell and Telus indicated that method 13 is technically far better than method 2 because it: a) actually prevents looping, b) provides better query/response timing and better network resource utilization due to the fact that only one 10D GTT is required per call, and 3) supports transiting arrangements.  George Turner agreed with this assessment but reiterated AT&T’s conclusion that the approach would require costly development in order to be implemented on non-Telcordia 10D GTT platforms, and that the stated benefits would not justify this cost.

· Commission Staff (Louis Lepage) asked how serious the looping threat was.  It was agreed that this was governed by the interval required by the NPAC to update all the LSMSs, and for these LSMSs to update their subtending SCPs — approximately a 15 minute window of risk, based on US experience.  Doug Kwong added that he was more concerned with man-made errors as these could cause looping for much longer intervals.

· The Chair (Tony Chow) raised the possibility that a resolution similar to that reached for CNAM might be appropriate for 10-digit GTT.  If TT/GTAI replacement and other methods for looping prevention/protection (e.g., Method #2) were shown to be compatible between interworking networks, then service providers could opt in or out of either method at their own discretion.  He said that further contributions and discussion along these lines would be welcome. 

	3
	Mar 05
	· Both the TIF and the serial Feb 12 notes were reviewed and the necessary adjustments were made. 

· In commenting on the original Feb 12 notes, Bell and Telus’s further emphasized their claim that there were no administrative issues associated with TT/GTAI replacement.  AT&T (George Turner) repeated his claim that there were significant data administrative issues for users of non-Telcordia 10D GTT nodes.  He expressed the view that further contributions were needed on data administration so that there could be a better understanding of the issues.

	4
	2003 Jan 21
	· AT&T Canada (George Turner) tabled a contribution entitled “CNAM Status” which was assigned NTCO231.  The contribution provided background from the previous work on 10-d GTT.  With respect to the need to know the calling name delivery method selected by new LECs, it made two points: 1) the information is needed so that other LECs can be prepared to receive the name information; and 2) the NTWG needs to know if there will be more than one TCAP Method LEC in a given local calling area so that work can be started on reaching consensus on the 10-digit GTT method.

· Commission Staff (Louis Lepage) suggested that the CNAM declaration be part of the process for acceptance of new LECs.  Discussion focused on the fact that CNAM is an optional service and a new LEC might not be prepared to make such a declaration initially, but may well choose a CNAM method at a later date.  It was agreed that (except for the special case involving two TCAP Method users in the same local area) LECs should resolve CNAM Method selection and any subsequent issues through bilateral discussions.

· It was agreed that CNAM Status is a continuing issue because there has not been a consensus on the method for 10-digit GTT.  If consensus could be reached, there would no longer be a need to poll new LECs on their CNAM name delivery method.  AT&T Canada (George Turner) agreed to table a contribution on 10-digit GTT aimed at reaching a consensus on methodology.

· An attempt was made to update the declarations of new LECs, but lack of representation from most of these parties limited the value of the exercise.  Acting on Keith Richardson’s recommendation, the Chair (Sam Yung) agreed to poll the new LECs’ CNAM Status declarations outside the meeting in order to finish the status update.  TELUS (Craig Miller) stated that TELUS had opted for the TCAP Method and that this was the choice of TELUS East.  He said that TELUS would be prepared to accept the ISUP Method for incoming calls but name information for outgoing calls would have to be obtained by terminating LECs through a dip on TELUS’s CNAM database.

· George Turner pointed out that to date CNAM method declarations have applied to the entire enterprise.  However, there is no regulatory rule or technological reason that this should be the case — a LEC could choose the TCAP Method in BC or Alberta, but choose the ISUP Method elsewhere.

· There was discussion surrounding the obligation of LECs providing CNAM service to make their name information available to other LECs when they are offering the service to their own customers.  Given that this could be a cost for a new LEC, Keith Richardson asked where the obligation was documented.   While it was agreed that such an obligation existed, a specific reference could not be cited during the meeting.  Some parties suggested that it was documented in early CNAM contributions such as the report capturing the Minimum Message Set.  George Turner agreed to review the CNAM documentation and provide the reference at the next meeting.

	5
	Feb 11
	· During the review of serial #4 notes, Bell Canada commented on the last sentence of the second bullet, pointing out that the words in brackets were not stated during the meeting.  It was agreed that this was a clarification provided by the TIF note author, but that it should remain since it was useful.

· The Chair (Sam Yung) reported, re his action item, that he had not yet contacted the new LECs regarding their CNAM method.  This was because the contact information from the web site was not clear.  He stated that he expected this action item to be completed by the next meeting.

· AT&T Canada (George Turner) reported that work on the 10-d GTT paper was underway and that it would be tabled at the next meeting.

	6
	Mar 04
	· The Chair (Sam Yung) reported, re his action item, that he had obtained a list  of registered and proposed CLECs.  He had sent out an e-mail letter to about 11 CLECs that had not declared their proposed CNAM method.  Based on this list, he had received responses from three.  Sam indicated that he would provide a  copy of the communication sent to the CLECs to George Turner as an NTWG contribution, to which he assigned NTCO240.

· AT&T Canada (George Turner) reviewed contribution NTCO236, Global Title Translation for the Canadian LNP Environment.  This contribution summarized the functionality described in ATIS TRQ-3, Annex B, and proposed that it serve as the model for the Canadian network.  Specifically, it was recommended that each LEC be free to choose its own method of looping prevention, and that end-to-end deployment of the TT/GTAI replacement method be handled through bilateral negotiations.
· There was general agreement on AT&T Canada’s first recommendation — i.e., that LECs should be able to choose their looping prevention method.  Bell Canada (Doug Kwong) suggested that the complete list of methods identified in Annex A of TRQ-3 should be reviewed by the NTWG to produce a recommended list.  There was agreement on this point.

· Bell Canada (Doug Kwong) further suggested that it should be the originating LEC that decides whether to deploy TT/GTAI replacement by sending the terminating networks either TT or TT’.  George Turner indicated that such an approach would make the Canadian procedure different from that in the US, where the terminating network makes the decision.  He said that AT&T Canada would reserve judgment on the suggestion pending analysis of the impact.

· Bell Canada (Bob Martin) asked if the US had adopted the approach of having bilateral agreements to deploy the TT/GTAI replacement method.  George Turner confirmed that this was always the case in the US.  Bob indicated concern about relying on such agreements, suggesting there might be a problem if negotiations failed.  George indicated that the remedy for failed negotiations would be independent deployment of TT/GTAI replacement in each network and with only TT appearing at the common network interface, and that this would not gate service.

· The Chair (Sam Yung) asked George, as TIF prime, for a work plan and milestones to reach closure.  It was agreed that this activity should be postponed until after the next meeting, when there would be a better appreciation of the differences between the parties’ positions and hence a clearer view of the work to be done.

	7
	Mar 25, 2003
	· The TIF was reviewed and approved as amended.

	8
	Mar 25, 2003
	· Bell Canada presented its contribution NTCO244.  The second sentence of the paragraph just above CONSIDERATIONS was amended by Bell Canada to read: “Therefore these 2 methods are not sufficient …”

	9
	Mar 25, 2003
	· TELUS clarified that the industry uses method 1 for CMS services, which points to a switch (not a database); consequently no looping.

· TELUS was of the opinion that there are several methods that could be used by the Canadian industry as pointed out by Bell in their contribution.

	10
	Mar 25, 2003
	· Videotron stated that it is in favor of methods that help transiting.

	11
	Apr 15, 2003
	· The TIF was reviewed and approved as amended.

	12
	Apr 15, 2003
	· Except for AT&T Canada, there is agreement to limit the discussion to the six methods recommended in a report by T1.S1.6

	13
	Apr 15, 2003
	· The parties agreed to investigate the cross impact within the six methods recommended in a report by T1.S1.6

	14
	Apr 15, 2003
	· It was agreed George Turner and Doug Kwong were to organize an informal workshop.

	15
	Apr 15, 2003
	· The Chair reported that no new responses had been received from CLECs regarding their proposed CNAM method. He will discuss with CRTC staff how to garner a greater response.

	16
	May 13, 2003
	· With respect to serial 12 from the April 15th meeting, AT&T (George Turner) indicated that AT&T Canada agreed that the list of methods should be limited to the six identified in the Bell contribution.

· George Turner and Doug Kwong provided some feedback from the informal workshop (see serial 14), which took place on May 12th.  They reported that the workshop reviewed the six methods of looping prevention, investigated cross impact within the six methods, and discussed technical issues surrounding the positions of the various parties.  Although there was no formal agreement per se, understandings were reached on four points.  There was optimism that with further work on definitions and guidelines, and possibly another informal meeting, that a recommendation could be presented to the NTWG.

· It was agreed that this TIF should be closed when the 10-d GTT item has been closed.

	17
	10Jun03
	· The TIF was reviewed and approved as amended.

	18
	10Jun03
	· It was agreed that the 10-d GTT is in the process of informal discussion.

	19
	July 8, 2003
	· Bell, TELUS, and Allstream agreed that the ongoing informal discussions had reached the point where a report should be presented to the NTWG.  It was agreed that a conference call should be arranged to finalize the wording, and that the next NTWG face-to-face meeting should be the target date for presentation.

	20
	Dec 9, 2003
	· Allstream (George Turner) provided a status report on the activity.  He said that Allstream needed to present its position, and this would be provided as a contribution for the January meeting.

· Keith Richardson stated that Allstream had already critiqued the Bell and Telus contributions and that its position seemed clear.  George Turner responded that the Allstream position had been modified as a result of the informal discussions with Bell and TELUS.

· It was agreed that the informal group of interested parties should discuss a draft of the Allstream contribution before its tabling at the NTWG.

	21
	Dec 06, 2004
	On November 09, 2004, the Chair informed that George W. Turner was retiring and  Henry Yabar of MTS Allstream volunteered to be the TIF owner.

	22
	Dec 06, 2004
	· Henry Yabar committed to update the TIF.  Also, Henry Yabar stated that he would need until the next face-to-face meeting to bring himself up to speed.

· TELUS and Bell Canada supported the request and it was agreed to proceed accordingly.

	23
	Feb 15, 2005
	Henry Yabar reported that Allstream’s position has been reviewed and that progress was made in evaluating the proposed use of “TT mapping and GTAI replacement at the 10 digit GTT node”.

	24
	Mar 15, 2005
	The TIF was reviewed and approved.

	25
	Mar 15, 2005
	· Henry Yabar reported that a consensus report could be drafted.

· Some parties suggested that a contribution from Allstream stating its position would be required, prior to drafting a consensus report.  Allstream agreed to present a contribution stating its position for the next face-to-face meeting.

	26
	April 18, 2005
	· The TIF was reviewed and approved.

	27
	April 18, 2005
	· MTS Allstream ( Henry Yabar) presented its contribution NTCO309.  After a brief discussion, consensus was reached to recommend the use of  the method “TT mapping and GTAI replacement at the 10 –digit GTT node” as the Canadian Industry method for performing 10-digit GTT for those services that could cause message looping or circular routing due to non-sync of NPAC downloads.

	28
	April 18, 2005
	· The Chair informed that Marian Hearn had some questions on MTS Allstream’s contribution.   Henry Yabar committed to contact Marian Hearn to answer to her questions.

· Also, Henry Yabar committed to provide to George Hearn, details of the T1S1 documentation that was quoted in MTS Allstream's contribution.

	29
	April 18, 2005
	· MTS Allstream (Henry Yabar) and Bell Canada (Doug Kwong) committed to prepare a draft Consensus Report for the next meeting.

	30
	May 17, 2005
	· The TIF was reviewed and approved.

	31
	May 17, 2005
	· H. Yabar and D. Kwong presented the first draft of the Consensus Report that was distributed.
· H. Charles suggested some changes to the draft Consensus Report that were accepted by all parties.
· Consensus was reached and the NTWG approved the draft Consensus Report as amended. 

	32
	May 17, 2005
	· H. Yabar committed to prepare the Consensus Report for the next meeting, with the number NTRE033


Action Register:
	Action
	Opened
	Prime
	P
 Date
	A
 Date
	Status

	1
	Table Contribution aimed at reaching consensus on 10-D GTT
	03 01 21
	AT&T Canada
	March NTWG
	
	Closed

	2
	Poll new LECs on choice of CNAM name delivery method
	03 01 21
	Chair (Sam Yung)
	Feb 24
	
	Closed

	3
	Reference the rule stating that CLECs offering CNAM are obligated to provide their own name information to other LECs
	03 01 21
	AT&T Canada
	Feb 11
	
	Closed

	4
	Henry Yabar to update the TIF
	07Dec04
	MTS Allstream
	Feb
	
	Closed

	5
	Henry Yabar to contact Marian Hearn
	18 Apr2005
	MTS Allstream
	16May05
	
	Closed

	6
	Henry Yabar to provide details of T1S1 documentation quoted in MTS Allstream contribution
	18 Apr2005
	MTS Allstream
	16May05
	
	Closed


Associated Contributions:

	Date
	Contributor
	Title
	Reviewed
	File name on CRTC Web page

	011023
	Bell Canada et al
	Global Title Translation for LNP Environment
	Yes
	NTCO155.doc

	020212
	Telus
	10 Digit global title translation
	Yes
	NTCO187.doc

	020212
	AT&T Canada
	Global Title Translation: AT&T Canada’s View
	Yes
	NTCO186.doc

	030121
	AT&T Canada
	CNAM Status
	Yes
	NTCO231.doc

	030304
	AT&T Canada
	Global Title Translation for the Canadian LNP Environment
	Yes
	NTCO236.doc

	030325
	Bell Canada
	10D GTT Methods Discussion Regarding Acceptable Methods
	Yes
	NTCO244.doc

	08Apr05
	MTS Allstream
	Global Title Translation (GTT) for LNP Environment
	Yes
	NTCO309.doc
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